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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-3, 5-17 and 20-22 are currently pending in the instant application. 
Claims 1,7 and 8 are objected and claims 1-3, 5-8 and 14-17 are rejected. Claims 9-13 
and 20-22 are withdrawn from consideration as being for non-elected subject matter. 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 

Applicants' amendment and arguments filed 20 December 2005 have been 
entered into the application and fully considered. Applicants' amendments have 
overcome the objection to claims 3, 14, 15. 16 and 19 (cancelled) as containing 
informalities. Applicants' amendments have overcome the objection to claims 15, 17 
and 18 (cancelled) as being improper form. The cancellation of claim 19 has overcome 
the objection to claims 7 and 19 as being duplicates. Applicants' amendments have 
overcome the objection to claims 2-6 and 14-19 (claims 4, 18 and 19 are cancelled) as 
containing non-elected subject matter, however, claims 1, 7 and 8 still contain non- 
elected subject matter and the objection is maintained. Applicants' amendments have 
also overcome the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of claims 1 and 8 as being anticipated by 
US Patent No. 6,395,897. however, the amendment has necessitated the new 35 USC 
103(a) rejection of claims 1 and 8 as being obvious over US Patent No. 6,395,897. 
Applicants' amendments have overcome the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of claims 1-4 and 
8 as being anticipated by US Patent No. 6,353,017, however, the amendment has 
necessitated the new 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claims 1 and 8 as being obvious over 
US Patent No. 6,395,897. 
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Applicants' have requested deferral of the obvious type double patenting 
rejection, however, as the rejection is appropriate, the rejection Is maintained. 

In regards to the 35 USC 1 12 1st paragraph rejection, applicants' arguments 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicants traverse this 
rejection because one skilled in the art having read the present specification and claims 
would be able to make and use the full scope of present inventions without engaging in 
undue experimentation. Applicant argues that the previous action fails to provide any 
facts indicating a reason to doubt that applicants' disclosure would enable those skilled 
in the art to practice the claimed invention and appears to rely on the fact that the 
specification provides no examples of preparation of the disputed derivatives or 
isomers. Furthermore, applicant argues that any experimentation necessary would be 
routine. These arguments are not persuasive as one skilled in the art would have to 
engage in undue experimentation to practice the claimed invention as the specification 
does not provide enablement for the N-oxide derivatives, prodrug derivatives, protected 
derivatives, individual isomers and mixtures of isomers of the compounds of the 
formulas (I) and (II). Specifically, the facts provided are the definitions provided in the 
specification for these terms and the definitions found in the art that an isomer is any 
compound having the same composition, including constitutional isomers, which are 
compounds whose atoms are connected differently, and stereoisomers. Constitutional 
isomers can contain different functional groups in varying positions. Prodnjgs are 
inactive substances that are converted to a drug within the body by enzymes or other 
chemicals. Prodrugs can be formed by various mechanisms and vary depending on the 
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functional groups present in the parent compound, i.e. different prodrugs would arise 
from parent compounds containing varying functional groups, such as a carboxylic acid, 
an alcohol or an amine, all of which would require differing mechanisms. The term 
"derivative" found in the claims is defined as a compound, usually organic obtained from 
another compound by a simple chemical process or an organic compound containing a 
structural radical similar to that from which it is derived (Hackh's chemical dictionary, 
1972). One of skill in the art would have to engage in undue experimentation to 
prepare, for example, constitutional isomers, which has atoms that are connected 
differently than the compounds of fomnulas (I) and (II), to prepare prodrugs which are 
formed by various mechanisms and vary depending on the functional groups, and to 
prepare derivatives of the compounds of formulas (I) and (II), to prepare derivatives of 
N-oxides, and prepare derivatives of prodrugs as the term derivative is only known to be 
obtained from another compound and is similar. The definitions provided by applicants, 
for example on pages 33-37, include constitutional isomers and use the term 
"derivative" to define many of the terms. Therefore, the experimentation required would 
not be considered routine even though the level of the skill in the pharmaceutical arts is 
high, because it would require undue experimentation of one of ordinary skill in the art 
to prepare any isomer, derivative, or prodrug of the formulas I and II as instantly claimed 
since an isomer of the compounds of the formula I and II need only have the same 
composition of atoms, not necessarily the same order of atoms and can have varying 
functional groups in varying positions. Prodrugs would also require undue 
experimentation to prepare any covalently bonded compound that would release the 
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active parent drug since prodrugs are fonmed by varying mechanisms and depend on 
the functional groups of the parent compound. The only guidance present in the instant 
specification is for the compounds of the formulas I and II, their stereoismers and 
phannaceutically acceptable salts thereof. There is no guidance or working examples 
present for constitutional isomers, prodrugs or derivatives of the formulas I or II. 
Therefore, the enablement rejection is maintained. 

In regards to the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claim 14 as being obvious over US 
Patent No. 6,395,897, applicants' arguments and amendments have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. While applicant has argued that the 
amendment to the claim to exclude R4 as C1-6alkyl substituted with cyano would 
overcome the rejection and the reference would not render the claimed invention 
obvious, it is noted that the rejection was also towards R4 as hydrogen. Since the prior 
art discloses the compound of formula II which generically encompasses applicants 
instantly claimed compounds, since the prior art provides preferences in the form of 
formula II wherein the position equivalent to R4 is hydrogen and since the prior art 
provides specific compounds wherein R9 is C(6-12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl, applicants claimed 
invention is considered obvious. The motivation would be the high expectation of 
preparing additional compounds which are useful as pharmaceutical compositions for 
the treatment of autoimmune diseases. 

In regards to the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claims 14-16 as being obvious over 
US Patent No. 6,353,017, applicants* arguments and amendments have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the amendment to the 
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claims by deleting R9 as unsubstitued alkyi and as (C3-12)cycloalkyl(C0-6)alkyl would 
overcome the rejection and the reference would not render the claimed invention 
obvious, it is noted that the rejection was towards R9 as aryl-loweralkyl. Since the prior 
art discloses the compound of fomiula I which generically encompasses applicants 
instantly claimed compounds, since the prior art provides preferences in the form of 
formula III wherein the position equivalent to R9 can be aryl-lower alkyI and since the 
prior art provides compounds which differ only by the position R9 and provide 
preferences towards R9 as benzyl optionally substituted by lower alkyI and halogen, 
applicants' claimed invention is considered obvious. The motivation would be the high 
expectation of preparing additional compounds which are useful as pharmaceutical 
compositions for the treatment of diseases in which which cathepsins are implicated. 

Maintained and New Claim Objections 
Claims 1 , 7 and 8 are objected to as containing non-elected subject matter. 
Specifically, claims 1 and 8 contain R1 as fonnula (a) and (b), however, the elected 
invention is only wherein R1 is formula (a). Claim 7 includes compounds outside of the 
elected invention, for example, compounds which don't include a morpholine in R1 1. 
Claims 1 , 7 and 8 presented drawn solely to the elected invention for search and 
examination as identified in the non-final action, mailed 3/9/2006, would appear free of 
this objection. 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Specifically, claim 1 
includes the phrase "R7 is hydrogen or (C1-6)alkyl or as defined below". However, as 
amended there is no definition of R7 defined below and the phrase should be deleted. 
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Appropriate correction is required. Furthemnore, R7 in the elected invention is only 
hydrogen or (C1-6)alkyl. 

Maintained Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the nnanner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact temns as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-3, 5-8 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for the compounds of the formulas (I) 
and (II), their stereoisomers and their pharmaceutically acceptable salts thereof, does 
not reasonably provide enablement for the N-oxide derivatives, prodrug derivatives, 
protected derivatives, individual isomers and mixtures of isomers of the compounds of 
the formulas (I) and (II). The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art 
to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make the invention 
commensurate in scope with these claims. 

In In re Wands , 8 USPQ2d 1400 (1988), factors to be considered in detennining 
whether a disclosure meets the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph, have been described. They are: 

1 . the nature of the invention, 

2. the state of the prior art, 

3. the predictability or lack thereof in the art, 

4. the amount of direction or guidance present, 

5. the presence or absence of working examples, 

6. the breadth of the claims, 

7. the quantity of experimentation needed, and 

8. the level of the skill in the art. 
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The nature of the invention 

The nature of the invention is the compounds of the formula I or II and their N- 
oxide derivatives, protected derivatives, individual isomers and mixtures of isomers, and 
pharniaceutically acceptable salts thereof. 

The state of the prior art and the predictability or iacic thereof in the art 

The state of the prior art is that an isomer is any compound having the same 
composition, including constitutional isomers, which are compounds whose atoms are 
connected differently and stereoisomers. Constitutional isomers can contain different 
functional groups in varying positions. Prodrugs are inactive substances that are 
converted to a drug within the body by enzymes or other chemicals. Prodrugs can be 
formed by various mechanisms and vary depending on the functional groups present in 
the parent compound, i.e. different prodrugs would arise from parent compounds 
containing varying functional groups, such as a carboxylic acid, an alcohol or an amine, 
all of which would require differing mechanisms. The term "derivative" found in the 
claims is defined as a compound, usually organic obtained from another compound by a 
simple chemical process or an organic compound containing a structural radical similar 
to that from which it is derived (Hackh's chemical dictionary, 1972). Therefore, the term 
"derivative" found in the claims renders the claims indefinite because it is unclear what 
compounds are being claimed, i.e. what similar radical is found in the derivative of 
hydroxamic acid of the formula (I) and encompassed by the instant claims 

The amount of direction or guidance present and the presence or absence 
of worlcing examples 
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The only direction or guidance present in the instant specification is for the 
compounds of the formulas I and II, their stereoisomers, and phamnaceutically 
acceptable salts of the compounds. There is no data present in the instant specification 
for an alternate definition to the term derivative, not the preparation of constitutional 
isomers, or derivatives of prodrugs or protected derivatives of the instant compounds of 
the formulas I and II. 

The breadth of the claims 

The instant breadth of the rejected claims is broader than the disclosure, 
specifically, the instant claims include any isomer, i.e. any compound with the same 
number of each atom and any covalently bonded compound that would release the 
active parent compound along with any compound containing a structural radical similar 
to that from the compounds of the formulas (I) and (II). 

The quantity or experimentation needed and the ievei of sl(iil in the art 
While the level of the skill in the pharmaceutical arts is high, it would require 
undue experimentation of one of ordinary skill in the art to prepare any isomer, 
derivative, or prodrug of the formulas I and II as instantly claimed since an isomer of the 
compounds of the formula I and II need only have the same composition of atoms, not 
necessarily the same order of atoms and can have varying functional groups in varying 
positions. The same applies to prodrugs since it would also require undue 
experimentation to prepare any covalently bonded compound that would release the 
active parent drug since prodrugs are formed by varying mechanisms and depend on 
the functional groups of the parent compound. The only guidance present in the instant 
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specification is for the compounds of the fonnulas I and II, their stereoismers and 
pharmaceutically acceptable salts thereof. There is no guidance or working examples 
present for constitutional isomers, prodrugs or derivatives of the formulas I or II. 
Therefore, the claims lack enablement and this rejection can be overcome by deleting 
the phrase "and the N-oxide derivatives, prodmg derivatives, protected derivatives, 
individual isomers and mixtures of isomers;" from the instant claims. 

Maintained Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046. 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Long!. 759 F.2d 887. 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Omum, 686 F.2d 937. 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
41 8 F.2d 528, 1 63 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1 969). 

A timely filed temriinal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1 994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 
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Claims 1-3. 5-8 and 14-17 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 5 and 6 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,455,502. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because: Claims 5 and 6 of US Patent No. 
6,455,502 anticipate and therefore render claims 1-8 and 14-19 as rejected under 
obvious-type double patenting since conflicting claim 5 claims the compounds : 

N-[lR-cyasomethylcaxbamoyl-2-(2-mtrobeiizylsiiI^yl) 
ethyl]moipholme*4-caiboxamide • 

N-[lR-cyanomethylcarbamoyl-2-(2- 
cyaDobenzylsulfanyl)ethyl]morpholine-4- 



specific compounds found in applicants instant claim 7 and the compounds of claims 1- 
6 and pharmaceutical compositions of claim 8 wherein R1 is a group of formula (a) 
wherein XI is -C(0), R3 and R4 are hydrogen, R5 is hydrogen, R7 is hydrogen, R1 1 is 
the group X5X6R18 wherien X5 is the group -C(0), X6 is a bond, R18 is morpholinyl 
and R9 is the group nifrobenzylsulfanylmethyl, cyanobenzylsulfanylmethyl or 2-methyl 
benzylsulfanylmethyl and conflicting claim 6 is a pharmaceutical composition of 
conflicting claim 1 , which includes the above mentioned compounds. This anticipates 
applicants' instant claims since this disclosure of conflicting claims 5 and 6 is fully 
encompassed by applicants instant claims 1-3, 5-8 and 14-17. 



catboxamide; 



; and 



N-[lR-cyanomethylcarbaiiioyl-2-(2- 
methylfaenzylsulfanyl)6thyl]iDorpholiDe-4- 
caxboxamide; and 



which correspond to 
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Maintained and New Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Gratiam v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1,8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent NO. 6,395,897. 
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Determining ttie scope and contente of the prior art 
US Patent NO. 6,395.897 discloses the compounds of the fomfiula ll/lla which 
are useful as reversible inhibitors of the cysteine protease cathepsin S which are useful 
in the treatment of autoimmune diseases (column 1). Specifically, US Patent No. 
6,395,897 discloses the compound fomnula II, column 68 wherein the position 
equivalent to applicants R4 can be, in the preferred compounds of formula II, H (column 
86) and specific compounds which show a preference for the variable 
R9 are: 
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N-(4-morpholmecaibonyl)-L-(2-cMorophenyl)alaiiizie (IS- 
cyano.3-pteoylpropyl)ainide; ^^^^^ ,^ ^l^^^ ^2 wherein 

R9 s C(6-12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl and the compounds: 

Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 
The difference between the prior art and the claims at issue is the combination of 
the substituent R9 on applicants instantly claimed compounds of claims 1, 8 and 14 
wherein R9 is C(6-12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl, such as benzyl optionally substituted with, for 
example halogen and R4 being hydrogen. The prior art compounds of formula (II) 
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generically encompass applicants instantly claimed elected invention, however the prior 
art does not prepare a specific compound within applicants instant elected invention of 
claims 1 , 8 and 14. However, the prior art does prepare compounds which show 
preferences towards the variable R9 is C(6-12)aryl(c1-6)alkyl as shown above and has 
preferences for R4 as hydrogen, see column 86. 

Resolving the Level of Ordinary Skill in the Art 

However, minus a showing of unobvious results, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to prepare applicants instant 
invention wherein R9 is (C6-12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl optionally substituted by 1 to 5 radicals 
such as (C1-6)alkyl and halogen and R4 is hydrogen when faced with the prior art of US 
Patent No. 6395897 since the prior art discloses the compound of formula II which 
generically encompasses applicants instantly claimed compounds, since the prior art 
provides preferences in the form of fonnula II wherein the position equivalent to R4 is 
hydrogen and since the prior art provides specific compounds wherein R9 is C(6- 
12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl. The motivation would be the high expectation of preparing additional 
compounds which are useful as pharmaceutical compositions for the treatment of 
autoimmune diseases. 

Claims 1,8 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,353,017. 

Determining the scope and contents of the prior art 

US Patent NO. 6,353,017 discloses the compounds of the formula (I) column 2 
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which are inhibitors of cysteine proteases and are useful for the pharmaceutical 
treatment of diseases or medical conditions in which cathepsins are implicated (column 
1). Specific compounds found in US Patent NO. 6,353,017 are, for example, the 
compound # 156 found on column 67 which corresponds to applicants instant invention 
wherein R1 is the group of formula (a). XI is -C(0), R3 is hydrogen, R5 is hydrogen. R7 
is hydrogen, R2 is hydrogen, R4 is hydrogen, R9 is (C1-6)alkyl and R1 1 is X5X6R18 
wherein X5 is -C(0), X6 is a bond and R18 is morpholinyl; and the compound #191 
found on column 75 which corresponds to applicants instant invention wherein R1 is a 
group of formula (a), R2 is hydrogen, R3 and R4 are hydrogen, R5 is hydrogen, R9 is a 
group (C3-12)cycloalkyl(C0-6)alkyl, R7 is hydrogen and R1 1 is the group X5X6R18 
wherein X5 is -C(0), X6 is a bond and R18 is morpholinyl. Furthermore, US Patent No. 
6,353,017 discloses the preferred compound formula III wherein the position equivalent 
to applicants R9 can be aryl-loweralkyi and the patent discloses specific compounds, for 
example, compounds #159. 216, 217, 219, 220-231, and 240-248 wherein the position 
equivalent to applicants instant R9 is benzyl optionally substituted with halogen or lower 
alkyl. 

Ascertaining ttie differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 
The difference between the prior art and the claims at issue is the substituent R9 
on applicants instantly claimed compounds of claims 1, 8 and 14-16 wherein R9 is C(6- 
12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl, such as benzyl optionally substituted with, for example halogen. The 
prior art compounds of formula (I) generically encompass applicants instantly claimed 
elected invention, however the prior art does not prepare a specific compound within 
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applicants instant elected invention of claims 1, 8 and 14-17. However, the prior art 
does prepare compounds which show preferences towards the other variables, for 
example the compounds # 156 found on column 67 which corresponds to applicants 
instant invention wherein R1 is the group of formula (a), XI is -C(0), R3 is hydrogen, 
R5 is hydrogen, R7 is hydrogen, R2 is hydrogen, R4 is hydrogen, and R1 1 is X5X6R18 
wherein X5 is -C(0), X6 is a bond and R18 is morpholinyl; and # 191 found on column 
75 which corresponds to applicants instant invention wherein R1 is a group of fomnula 
(a), R2 is hydrogen. R3 and R4 are hydrogen. R5 is hydrogen, R7 is hydrogen and R1 1 
is the group X5X6R1 8 wherein X5 is -C(0), X6 is a bond and R18 is morpholinyl. The 
only difference between these compounds and applicants instantly claimed elected 
invention is R9. However, the prior art provides numerous preferences for preparing 
compounds wherein the position equivalent to R9 benzyl optionally substituted with 
halo, see examples, column 7 wherein the more preferred fomnula III, R33 can be aryl- 
lower alkyi and the specific compounds # 159. column 61 (R9 is benzyl), examples 216, 
217 and 219 wherein R9 is benzyl substituted with chlorine or methyl, and further 
examples 220-231 R9 is benzyl substituted with methyl and 240-248 wherein R9 is 
benzyl substituted with two chlorines. 

Resolving the Level of Ordinary Skill in the Art 
However, minus a showing of unobvious results, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to prepare applicants instant 
invention wherein R9 is (C6-12)aryl(C1-6)alkyl optionally substituted by 1 to 5 radicals 
such as (C1-6)alkyl and halogen when faced with the prior art of US Patent No. 
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6,353,017 since the prior art discloses the compound of fomiula I which generically 
encompasses applicants instantly claimed compounds, since the prior art provides 
preferences in the form of fomiula III wherein the position equivalent to R9 can be aryl- 
lower alkyi and since the prior art provides compounds which differ only by the position 
R9 and provide preferences towards R9 as benzyl optionally substituted by lower alkyI 
and halogen. The motivation would be the high expectation of preparing additional 
compounds which are useful as pharmaceutical compositions for the treatment of 
diseases in which which cathepsins are implicated. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Ofnce action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/758,893 



Page 19 



Art Unit: 1626 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
Examiner should be directed to Rebecca L. Anderson whose telephone number is (571) 
272-0696. Mrs. Anderson can normally be reached Monday through Friday 5:30AM to 
2:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Joseph K. McKane, can be reached at (571) 272-0699. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonmation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Rebecca Anderson 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 1626, Group 1620 
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